Especially those who can benefit from the Ottoman archives, as well as Turkish and English literature, fill a remarkable gap. Having said that, the interpretations and perspectives revealed by the studies using the secondary sources may lead us to consider the events and an appropriate analysis of the sources. I noted that MacDougall cites the Ottoman archival material as he is the one that studies and evaluates them without using any footnote.
However, taking few before mentioned examples into consideration, I argue that he "skipped" the references to the secondary sources he actually used. Obviously, this calls the credibility of the book into question.
Some might consider the book valuable for the general audience. I believe it does not promise a more comprehensive study than Turkish publications of the same field.
